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JAPANESE JUDGE’S VIEWS. 


=Jastice Suga Kisaburo, president of 
Fa Hiroshima Appeal Court, who is to re- 


0 A 


Aresent Japan at the ‘udictal inquiry 
to the Nanking Road a fair to be held 

fn Shanghai from October 3rd, has had 

Some diplomatic experience, having heen 
n Germany in 1921 in connection with 
he negotiations on the reparations pro- 
lem. 

In the course of an interview with a 
epresentative of the Asahi, Justice Suga 
aid that although the matter to be in- 
estigated at Shanghai must be consider- 
ed independently of the abolition of ex- 
itraterritoriality and the question of in- 
‘lemnity, these matters too might inevit- 
jably be dragged into discussion at some 
ystage of the inquiry. Britain and Ame- 
‘rica seemed to desire that all investiga- 
tions should be completed by the time 
the Customs Conference met, but It was 
dificult to say whether they could be 
completed in so short a time. The ques- 
tion of the aboNtion of extraterritorfality, 
he further remarked, deserved careful 
handling. He cited the example of a 
German who, being under Chinese law, 
was arraigned on a charge of man- 
slaughtcr quite recent:y because his 
motor-car had knocked down a Chinese 
child with fatal result. In any case, 
all matters must be most carefully 
studied in Shanghai, he said. 

Ulf the worst that can be said about 
Chinese law is that it permits a man 
to be accused of mans’nughter when his 
motor-car kills a child, the case for ex- 
traterritoriality looks rather thin. Prob- 
ably the Japanese view is that the police 
shceuld have held their usual examination 
in private instead of laying a: charge; 
but that is precisely what Westerners 
abhor. We have not heara of the in- 
cident mentioned.j 


(ee i 
Sir:—I° “IGarn from your’ yester= 
'day’s issue, (United Pres¢ Report). 


which the British and Japanese 
judges received from their home 
governments.” .This news will 
pamaoubbeaty, surprise millions of 
Chinese who are in belief that the 
{Western judiciary’ is not. in- 
‘fldenced by political powers. 
Whether or not the news might 
‘be true and whatsoever might be 
the nature ‘of the instructions, the 
fact that the .s0-called Judicial. 
Inquiry was not absolutely free of 
political influence is seen in the 
long delay of the publication of its 


j 


findings. 
China’s non- participation is 
then. justified “a . should be ‘con-' 


sidered wiser exit 


nghai, “Nov. 2 ell 5 


under the -heading. “Findings. of} 
Judicial. Inquiry,” that “the Brit- 

lish and. Japanese reports are close- |’ 
ly aligned owing to instructions}. 
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CONSIDERABLE ‘amusement nmi: aoe the erectatate 


has been- provided on occasion during the Judicial 
investigation : of the May 30 incident by certain wit- 
nesses swho displayed considerable ignorance of certain 
fundamental phases of the government of Shanghai, 
with “certain branches of which they are connected. 
This: situation, unfortunately, is mot confined to gov- 
ernrient* employes and extends to “persons engaged in 
} _Quite often men are met who 


ony ee who really know pos nae about 
ae ticular: -line “from the’ standpoint of ‘its his- 
-or-relatiorship to other: professions 

nesses. -It:eyidertly was with the idea of 
‘this situation that. a certain international 
ation, which has a branch in Shanghai, some 
Peis age ‘adopted ‘the practice of having, the members 
*. addresses: dealing with their own particular 


rpc: the organization, but from the standpoint 

“the: individual ‘member who is called upon to talk 
saut- his own’ business. To refer back tothe municipal 
enment of -Shanghai, Mr. Stirling Fessenden, 
“of:the : Municipal Council, in a recent address 
ore>the American Woman’s .Club emphasized the 
imnpottance ‘of- residents: familiarizing themselves ‘with 


‘ the ' fo rm of government here and especially the im-_ 
of foreigners‘ acquiring an understanding and 


portance 
Sytnpathy for the: widely differing ethics, ideas, back- 


gtoynds and often morals which are to be found in am - 


international community such as this is. In reference 
to the: May 30 incident, Mr. Fessenden stated that much 
ofthe trouble might have been avoided had the various 
Hationalities here been more tolerant. 
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LY ‘ECESSITY OF SHOOPING: 


Tue unfairness of Reuter’s agency at 
Shanghai in reporting the troubles there 
has previously been criticised in our 
columns, There was the false report 
that the police had fired a warning vol- 
ley over the heads of the crowd on May 
30th, the equally untrue report of the 
killing of a foreign wo by rioters 
and other instances. Even the report- 
ing of the recent‘ Judicial /Inquiry was 
mot fair. Here is the evidence of the 
American missionary, Dr. Cline, as re- 

Ported in a Shanghai paper: ‘ 

Q—Did you hear any orders given 
by the police directing the crowd to 
fall back ? 

A—No. 

Q—How far were you from the fir- 
ing squad ? : 

A—About 20 yards. 

Q—Where you might have heard 
orders ? 

A-—It depends on how they were 
given. 

Q—Did you receive any impression 
whether the crowd was intent on 
harming person or property ? 

A-—I can’t say that I did. q 
Q—Is it Customary for Chinese to 
show curiosity when their fellow-|' 

countrymen are arrested 2? 


A—Yes. 
Q—Did you think it necessary for 
the police to disperse the crowd 7? 

A—No. 

Q—Did you think it necessary for 

the police to fire? 

A—I did not. | 
The Kokusai report telegraphed to the 
Chronicle and presumably sent out, like 
the earlier reports, by Reuter’e Agency, 
stated: . 

The Rev. Clines, American mission- j 

ary, testified that he had been among 
the crowd at the time of the shooting. 
The people were excited, waving ban- 
mers and throwing leaflets in the air. 
From his position in the crowd, he 
had not realised the necessity of shoot- 
ing. ' 
We remarked at the time that this was 
apparently a grossly misleading report, 
in view of the fact that Dr. Clines had - 
roundly denounced the shooting when, 
the rioters were on trial at the Mixed 
Court. Reuter’s Agency at Shanghai is 
not improving the reputation of British 
journalism. ‘Not to realise the neces- 
sity of shooting” implies subsequent 
enlightenment, not, as in the case of Dr. 
Clines, a continued adherence to the 


same opinion. 
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Ject of the Shanghai 
‘International Commission of judges, 
has without the consent of the 


“ple come to China to transact 2! 


one-sided bargain. The: “‘Interna- 
tionay. Commission”? 2s they call it 
) consists. only. of three. representa- 
+ aives from three powers—two of 
' them: were directly connected with 
the locad case while another was 
_ 4m the course of playing a philan- 
' ahtopic policy toward the weak and 
‘mask’? policy. toward the strong. 
We the Chinese, known on one 
: Hand as the peace-loving and law- 
abiding people, on the other us 
the poor and exploited’ ones, have 
been fighting for the cause of 
Juaticg and Humanity. ine 
Four months have elapsed sinte 
>the incident ‘occured. There has 
been no_ definite result found 
, Whateaoever. Th blood on Nan- 
‘king Road is stifl fresh; the tears 
| of theydead are still fresh; the 
| corpses of the thartyrs stilix unde- 
cayed; the bullets of Everson still 
in the ‘possession of the court. 
All thege ‘terrible events were, I 
sam sure, vividly in the minde of 
:those, “whetlier foreigner or Chin- 
ese, who saw it, who knew itl and 
‘who theard of it. :The facts— 
- blood, tears, Corpses and bullets 
¥—were sufficient enough to give a 
“finab judgment and vindicate’ the 
principle of Justice. What will 
the judgment be undoubtedly de- 
pends.on what the facts afe. To 
me it seema no judicial inquiry of 
this sort, however, is necessary. 
Since the occurrence of May 30, 
our ic blood ran so high 
that it seemed we might immediate-~ 
ly abolish the unequal treaties and’ 
settle the local case Within a day or 
two. Yet the S. M. C. had its own 
way. <A special Commission com- 
si. of the ministers_from six 
ers had been appoint and au- 
by the Peking Diplomatic 
rps to investigate the events of 
the Shanghai case. The result of 
their investigation has not yet 
‘been publicly. announced owing to 
reasons still unknown to the world. 
The withdrawal of the French 
minister from the commission 
blocked .the: British in the course 
of: ‘sing, and s0 compelled 
them to draw another plan more 
detrimental) to the interest of the 
Chinese. ,It has been long cir- 
culated that’there would be another 
kind of gndicial inquiry into the 
local case »y the International 
Commission of Judges, yet -with the 
echo so smail that only John Bull,) 
Usicle*Sam and the Japanese took 
part in it. F : x 
-jWhese three gentlemen are de- 
cIared to be in a position to ro- 
present: the ‘International.” De- 
spite the refusal on the part of 
the Chinese, the Commissioners 
have come-and now, sit in the 


certainiy not.; 


No, 
fudictia' 


eee this sort of 
: is sort o! 
Chinese government. and her peo= | iments: prianary? ps 


The grounds on which their 
vestigation will be based as I know 
£ from the press were as follows: 
1.. The origin and character of 
the May 30 incident. . 
_ 2. ‘The ressons,. if any, that 
existed: for anticipating the move- 
ment. 7S ; 

3. The precautions that were and 
nright have been adopted to pre- 
vent the same- ' 

‘4. The measures taken to sup 
press it. st : 

5. The circumstances in which 
certain persons lost their lives and 
other persons suffered injuries. 

To tifese questions I like to 

j make a little explanation before 
the judges here at Shanghai. As 
to the: first and second questions, 
:the repeated declarations and ap- 
peals had already, explicitly ex- 
plained and fully answered. There 
| would as the facts here presented 
you be no doubt.to any one except 
ithose who betrayed the world by 
| forging tneir ac tions as ““Anti- 
foreignism,”’ .‘‘Red,”” Boishevik”’ 
f+and what not. The- writer, a, 
student in a. local college, 
has, ‘been taking , an active 
jpart + in the present move- 
ment. The motive underlying the 
movement {s no other than -' our 
consciousness, national as well as 
international. As we study Chinese 
‘history of our time, the funda- 
mental cause that gave rise to the 
present struggles, internal as well 
as external, found its root down in 
the terms of the unequal treaties 
forced upon China by the im- 
periaiistic powers. When we ask 
the powers to abolish extraterrial! 


rights, + to recognise tariff 
autonomy, to return the Mixed 
Court, and to ‘treaty labor 
better, the only answer from 


them is this: China is not yet 
in a position to be granted such 
she asks for.” But Jet us close our 
eye for @ moment, and raise some 
questions relating to the 
‘situation in China. Is China as 
a nation free from thé treaty 
bondage like America, Britain, 
and Japan? Is the administrative 
power of the political, economical 
and educational institutions in the 
hands of the Chinese government, 
or of the interested powers? Hus 
China ever obtained any sub- 
stantial justification from the 
Washington. Conference and the 
Leagtic of Nations? .All -these 
questions must be answered in 
the negative. China under these 
unfavorable conditions could never 
possibly establish.a strong centtal- 
ized government unless the in- 
terested powers no longer ‘su- 
Pervise our usfairs. China could 
never possibly. recover from her 


present, 


Rankrupt situation uniess - the in- 


position of bankruptcy.- But, -in 
fact the fundamentai cause of the 
trouble can only be found in ‘the 
terms of the unequal treaties. So 
the abolition’ of the unequal 
treaties constitute the origin ,and 
character ofAthe May 30 incident. 
‘These who- suffered from im- 
perialistic suppression | with, the 
exceptions of the militarists and 
wily politicians were the anti- 
cipators cf this momentous move- 
ment. There was no other reasons, 
absolutely none. 

‘Any couiitry strong in navy and 
army will find no difficulty of 
carrying on the means of precau-. 
tions. _ Armed force—like the | 
pistol, or rifle as Everson and 
police once used had been, have 
been and will have been adopted to 
prevent the same. But the force 
once used is now no longer effect- 
ive as it was forty years ago. 
Remember, forty-four shots were 
responsible Yor the revival of our 
national consciousness, which is 
much stronger than that of force. 


We are not afraid of armed force 


because our blood is inexhaustative 
,and unconquerable. We have our 
‘people lined up in fighting zones 
+ready to sacrifice for their beloved 
Chinn. We have again our ir- 
ternational comrades backirg us 
and ready to fight for the cause 
of Justice and Humanity. In 
spite of this, we _ sti)) sincerely 
‘hope that the interested powers 


‘will wo longer usc armed force as 


they did before. The abolition of 
the unequal treaties, the bette 
ment of labor conditions are the 
proper means to maintain -peace, 
once and for all. 

Death we consider a duty if we 
are going to save China. We die 
because we die for our nation. We 
suffer because we suffer for the! 
cause of Justice, for Brine and’ 
for the world. There is not a bit 
of hesitation on our part. The 
May 30 incident opened another, 
volume of Chinese history, full of 
blood and tears. Students, work- 
ers, merchants and many. others 


were brutally shot, then killed by 
indiscriminative bullets of Ever- 
son and the police. 

They died with no other motive 
than to save China from her treaty 
bondage. - 

Tke General Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Shanghai Students Un- 
fon, the National Students Union, 
ana other different institutions 
here at Shanghal have now unani- 
mously arisen against the pro- 
cecdings of re-investigation by the 
International Commission * ot 
Judges, which is only composed of | 
the delegates from three imperialis- 
tic countries. Seven reasons given 
py the Chinese against the grounds 


é 
a Base 
& on which their investigation wil] 
be made’ are strong enough — to 
Prove that this sort of judicial in- 
quiry is entirely unnecessary and 
does more harm than 7 
China. The result of the in 
gation as present circumstan' 
! show is equal to zero. ~ 
i Then why is the present judicial 


inquiry wmeceasary? Why? Why? 


Loh Yuan 
Quinsan Road: 114, 


Shanghai, October 10th, 1925 
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EMPIRE, IMPERIALISM. AND 
CHINESE PROBLEM. 


To the Editor of the Chrontcle.] 

Sm,—It is unfortunate that your corre- 
spondent “British Subject” could mis- 
interpret the contents of my letters of 
the 8th October and the 1ith instant, 
and assert that my “justification for 
firing upon practically unarmed potentiai 
rioters is unsurpassed .. . in its stag- 
gering brutality.” 

So far as my information goes, there 
is nothing to show that the rioters were 
unarmed. Sticks and stones form very 
effective and formidable weapons which 
are easily discovered by mobs bent on 
mischief, and I believe I am correct in 
saying that the evidence shows the police 
were being hustled and threatened prior 
to the shooting. The probabilities are 

_ that while all the people in the crowd 
were not riotous, many in the front, 
ranks were recalcitrant brawlers who ac- 
tively obstructed the constables in the; 
execution of their duty, and incited th 
more peaceably disposed persons presen 
to do the same. Now anyone who hi 
once faced a mob in an ugly mood, and 
who has even a rudimentary knowledge 
of the psychology of crowds, must sure- 
ly realise that a vast assembly composed 
of the rag-tag and bobtai) of any big 
city is, almost invariably, a servile flock 
which easily becomes hypnotised, that 
the lower classes of men—Jjust like ani- 
mals—have a natural tendency to imita- 
tion, and that the opinions and beliefs 
of crowds are propagated and their move- 
ments directed by spontaneous contagion, 
and never by reasoning; and it must also 
be concedi 
most powerful of forces, and that its ef- 
fect is to turn swarms of individuals 
into an unstable flock obedient to every 
kind of vicious suggestion and capable 
of maniacal and diabolic outrages of the 
Most atrocious description / against ; per- 
sons and property. I submit, as a/self-! 
evident proposition, that if the lice, 
force was comparatively small and in; 
such a position that its leader hones’ 
believed the tumultuons crow threaten: 
attacks of a felonious nature, then, as an 

fficer charged with the maintenance of 

e@ peace and the protection of the law- 

biding purtion of the public, he was 
amply justified, by immediate necessity, 
public expediency, arid the dictates of 
common-sense and prudence, in ordering 
his men to break up the assembly by 
Means of such a degree of force as the 
circumstances of the case reasonably de- 
manded, and authorising them to jemploy 
deadly weapons to attain that end. If 
this argument is fallacious, I have no- 
thing more to say; but I believe that 
every responsible Government official in 
the world will endorse it as sound and 
logical, because otherwise no political 
entity could ever maintain anything but 
@ most precarious existence, -and its 
police and military forces would be 
rendered utterly inefficient as guardians 
of the peace and order of the State. 

The second point raised by your corre- 
spondent is somewhat far fetched. I 
have supreme confidence in the British 
Empire, and have no doubt whatsoever 
but that it will survive the terrible dan- 


gion is one of the, 


the trouble is that it contained a num-| 
ber of statements which, in view of the 
Present conditions and circumstances in 
the Celestial Republic, I could easily show 
to be. inexact. Since reading the above- 
Mentioned article, B. S. has perhaps 
the remarks made by His Honour 
Mr. Justice E. Finley Johnson of Manila, 
which were published in the Chronicle of 
the 14th instant under the caption of 
“Shanghai Catches a Tartar.” Every- 
thing which the Judge said was ideally 
true and correct, and as a rhetorical ef- 
fort it was superb; but in reality he was 
simply conjuring up a vision of the mil- 
lIennium, and expressing what he saw in 
his golden dream of a perfect state of 
things he fondly hoped the future would 
bri:.ig forth. Unfortunately, none of us 
have yet reached that stage of perfec- 
tion which Mr. Johnson and all right- 
thinking men yearn and sigh for, there- 
fore we must take things as we find 
them, and endeavour to cope with pre 
sent and actual conditions on practical 
lines. Mr. Johnson, although he very 
Properly keeps a high ideal before his 
eyes, is an eminently practical lawyer 
and judge, and I am convinced he him- 
self would be the first to admit that the 
dignity of his own Court could never be 
maintained unless his authority was sup- 
ported by an effective body of armed men 
capable of crushing any resistance by; 
force of arms in case of necessity. 
the prosaic and ‘‘brutal” police an 
troops, and (in the background) priso: 


weapons for the purpose of quelling dis- 
turbances likely to affect the public peace 
or culminate in the overthrow of the 
established Government. 

The fact is that very few people wis 
to be harsh or brutal, but there are tim 


sistible necessity; 
sider that the action of the 
Shanghai was by no means one engender. 
ed by brute impulse, but was fully justi 
fled inasmuch as it prevented still grea 
er calamities arising from widespr: 
and unrestrained riot and civil comm 
tion and the establishment of a reign oO! 
terror. y 
The business of a Government is to 
govern, and (inter adia) that of the po- 
lice and armed forces of a country to pro- 
tect the Government so that it can func- 
tion effectively, and it would be a posi- 
tive derelictio uty for any Chief of 
get_on > sue teert as to 
get ont d to suc. as to 
ie and order of the State. 
It therefore stands to reason that on such 
an occasion it is only right to support 
the police when they are obliged to take 
drastic action for the purpose of quelling 
serious riots and tumults in the obvious 
performance of their duty.—Yours, etc. 


J. E. de BE! R. 
Ko vv. 17th, 1925. 


gers which B 8. apprehends. I do not_ 
instan 


believe for an 


t that because Bri-. 


tishers are patriotic enough to wish and’ 


to work for the welfare and expansion 
of their Empire, “ self-respecting people ” 
are going to foam with rage or fall upon 
us in a body madly thirsting for our 
| blood, as predicted by your correspond- 


‘ent. Good Heavens, what a vivid imagi-; 


mation your righteously indignant cor- 
respondent has! 

i I am glad that B. S. enjoyed reading 
{the article entitled “China's Bid For 
“Freedom,” the concluding instalment of 
which appeared in your issue of the 13th 
Unstapt._ 


i 


t._ It certainly was interesting. but, =~ 
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{THE JUDICIAL INQUIRY 
© Raliter, 
\. EGE SHANGHAI TIMEs. 


Sir,—The findings of the threc 
jurors in the famous Judicial 
inquiry into the.evenis lead.ng to 
2nd resulting {rem the incident of 
May 30 are out! A brief sum- 
mary has already been publisred 
in Shanghai, indicating a major'ty 
und 2 minority report, if tne lat- 
ter can, by any strain of imagine- 
tion, be regarded as a report upon 
the terms of references. Extrat2r- 
ritoriality (and the arguments fcr 
and against), is the sublect of a 
Special commission called to sit in 
Peking and was in mo way ore of 
the terms cf eference to the 
Judicial Inquiry Commissicn, yet 


we find Mr. Finley Ihnson <2x- 
presses his views hes ee & his 
minority report. 

It may be noticed, in the said 
minority report, that Mr. Finley 
Johnson took it upon himself to 
state “A certain class of foreign 
policemen employed by the Munici- 
pal Council do not exercise a suffi- 
cient amount of humaneness in 
dealing with the people.” I say 
that there was not a single bit of 
evidence brought forward by any 
witness called, upon which such a 
statement could have been 
elaborated. It was for Mr. Finley 


Johnson to come to the findings: 
upon definite evidence laid before; 


him and n:t upon any chimerical 
ideas conjured up in a_ versatile 
imagination. 

“The grievances of the Chinese 
concerning the unjust treaties” 
was not.one of the terms of re- 


ference to the Judicial Inquiry 
Commission, but the subject of 
special inquiry in diplomatic 
-quarters. It will be noticed that 


the judges endorsing the majority 
report thoroughiy understood the 
terms of reference to the Commis- 
sion, and, realizing the reasons for 
their sitting on that Ccmmission, 
did not allew extraneous matters 
to intrude. It was left to Mr. 
Finley Johnson, who) actually 
knows nothing of China, or how 
‘foreigners live in China, or how 
@hinese live in China, to state 
.“Foreigners in China have failed 
to take into account the prixciple 
of liberty and independence which 
they themselves have, spread 
abroad.” Mr. Finley Johnsoh’s very 
brief sojourn in China was taken 
up-with the affairs of the Com- 


mission and the terms of reference}! 


thereto. He had, therefore, no 
time to travel through Shanghai, 
let alone China, in order to have 
detailed and unprejudiced informa- 
tion upon which to found such an 
extraordinary statement which 
will, unfortunately, be given un- 
warranted judicial credenc2 in 
some quarters through its inclusion 
in even a minority report of a 
judicial inquiry. There was pet 
one whit of evidence brought be- 
fore the Commission that could be 
strained in any way to justify this 
slur upon American as well as 
other foreign residents in China. 
The length of time the Judicial 
Inquiry Commission took to come 
“to its conclusions and draf! 


« 


| the fact that findings were arrived 
at after long deliberation, and that 
everything appearing in that re- 
port is deliberately intended to be 
| there. 

It will be remembered by all 
these who attended throughout the 
tedious sessions that Mr. Finley 
Johnson Iaid great emphasis upon 
_the importance of “time,’’ when 
questioning every witness. In 
fact, he laid such stress upon the 
importance of time that it would 
: have been necessary for each wit- 
ness, in order to comply with his 
time questions, to have not only 
héld a watch or clock in front of 
him or her, without taking their 
eyes therefrom, so that they would 
not have been able to sce anything 


unon which they could bear wit- 
ness in court. However, in re- 
-gard to the question of time in 
relation to himseli apparently 
there was no necessity for such 
accuracy. By reference to the 
published summary of h‘s report, 
will be seen the extraordinary 
statement: “In my judgment 


there can be no justification, con- 
! sidering the conditions of which 
he was fully informe, for leaving 
his post and remaining outside cf 
the city fer a pericd ef nearly 
three hours.” Here we have a 
distinct reference to time made by 
Mr. Finley Johnsen, but unfor- 
tunately 2 very inaccurate one for 
xn judge who laid such stress upon 
the importince of time. Mr. 
McRuen, according to th+ evidenc> 
of witnesses, wes in the Club 
Shanghai at 1.1 pm. Dur 
heavy traffic heurs it takes at lo 
fifteen minutes in a motor 
| ze from that place to the li: 
the police control in the Northern 
District. Also another fifteen 
minutes toe get from said 
northern limit of police 
the Golf Club pavilion, in th: Re- 
creation Ground on the Bubblinz 
Well Road, which is usually ¢>n- 


the 


|the Recreation Ground at 3.08 p-m., 
| being just seven minutes less thafi 
two hours from the time he was 
seen in the Shanghai Club. T 
deducting the half-hour mo 
jjinside the area cf his poli 
mand, we find that at most 
McEuen spent outside the limits 
of what Mr. Finley Johnson dz: 
ecribes as the “City,” just one hou 
and twenty-cight minutes, certzin-{ 
tly not too long a period to gru: 
jany man in which to have his mid 
day meal. This one hour and! 
“twenty-eight minutes described by’ 
Mr. Finley Johnson as a period of. 
nearly three hours, is an indication:| 
fof how the importance of time kad 
so burned itself in upon the brain 
of Mr. Finley Johnson as to makc 
him make inaccurate statements i: 
his report, to say the leas*. 

On this subject Mr. Finis: 
Johnson is further guilty of go 
directly contrary to the -cvide- 
placed before him. He 


directly to the Race Course with- 
out telephoning his subordinates.” 
Certainly the. Re:reat‘on Grounx 


is inside tHe Shanghai Rac: 


in | Most orderly manner, 


states. 
“and even upon his returnm@he went; 


Certain!” the Go:f~ CI3b: 
pavilion is on that Recreati:n, 
Ground, and therefore inside the’ 


Race Course. Certainly th2 Golf 
Club telephone is inside tke Golf 


‘Club and therefore inside the Race 


Course. But it was straight to 
this telephone, that, according to 
the evidence of witnesses, Mr. 
McEuen directed his attention and 
telephoned to his subordinates the 
moment the instrument was free 
for him so to do. t 

Fortunately, it is the great: 
mass of the public who, in the end,: 
give the final verdict as to righti 
2nd wrong. It is equally fortunatc!} 
that in coming to that final finding | 
they have a guide in the very 
carefully drawn-up majority re- 
port in which care has been taken 
to avoid all extraneous matter. 

“A reason existed for anticipat- 
ing disorder and disturbances, but 
little or nothing was done until it 
was too late to prevent serious 
trouble.” This is an outstanding 
remark in the published minority 
report, but curiously enough it is 
made with all the authority of Mr. 
Finley Johnson in absolute con- 
tradiction of facts and of the 
evidence laid before the Commis- 
ion by witnesses qualified to state 
what might be anticipated and 


iwhat might not be expected in any 


given set of circumstances in 
Shanghai or China. All the 
evidence went to show that on 
previous occasions students has 
assembled and held mectings in 2 
and there 
was no reason to anticipate any 
departure on their part from pre- 
cedent, and that all due precau- 
taken to meet any diffi- 


control to fentering the Settlement. 


The minority report states: “The 
Municipal Council was handicapped 
in its administration because un- 


sidered the heart of the Scttlement.| defined authority was exercis:d.” 
Yet witnesses gave evidence that] That sentence 
his ear passed the entrance yate of bupon &€ 


may read well, but 
xamination in the face of 
tknown facts and evidence disclosed 
at the Inquiry it appears as mean- 
jing less to the judge as it will be 
ito the community which reads it. 
‘ c.R.M. 


Shanghai, Dee. 28, 1925. 


) 
! 


EXPRESSION ORIGINS 


Editor, 
SHANGHAI SUNDAY TIMES 


_ Sir,—In reply to “Faded 
; Memory” the origin of the ex-: 
‘pression “Too much Johnson” 
goes back to football days of 
‘about forty years ago and is as- 
sociated with the name of a very 
rough football player in a Rugger 
,cup tie. The player was called 
ijup by the umpire (not referee 
in those days), having several 
times kicked one’or other of his 
opponents when down in_ the 
scrum. The crowd backed the 
‘umpire’s decisions, by yelling: 
“Too much Johnson,” to show 
their disapproval, 
“1870.” 

Shanghai, Jan. 2, 1926. 
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Editor, © Sxemcemmeengr a nee on those, roads. How,|;'son of infringing. 


SHANGHAI SUNDAY TIMES 


Sir,—We have now a fuller. re- 
port of the findings of the Com- 
missioners. That of Mr. Commis- 
sioner Finley Johnson in one 
section goes through the whole 
alphabet of headings. Could it be 
possible that those headings were 
an indication of the state of the 
Commissioner’s mind when he set 
himself the task of coming to a 
finding? The alphabet set out 
seriatum is associated with the 
learnings and teachings of very 
young children. 

If we take the first, or 
alphabetical, section of Mr. John- 
son’s finding and go throvgh the 
alphabetical headings, it becomes 
obvious that not more than six of 
these have the remotest relation 
to facts, as deducible from any of 
the evidence ‘actually brought be- 
fore the Commission. 

Take for instance (c): “In all 
eases, whether civil or criminal, 
where a foreigner is a party by or 
against a Chinaman (whatever 
that means) a foreigner is in fact 
the judge.”” Was there one bit of 
evidence produced at the Commis- 


sion upon which Mr. Johnson 
could hang that extraordinary 
statement? He was told in one 


sitting, at least five times in as 
muny minutes, that a Chinese 
Magistrate sits on the bench of 
the Mixed Court, with a foreigner | 
sitting as Assessor, that Assessor 
being of the nationality of the; 
foreigner where any foreigner is 
interested in a case. Where there is 


no such foreign interest, then the 
Assessor of the day sits as 
Assistant or Assessor o §6the 
Chinese Magistrate tak‘ne the 
case, in consonance with the name 
er the court. 

Take again (d): “Extrater- 


ritoriality.” There was no evidence 
brought before the court to show 
thut this question was in any way 
directly connected with the events 
of May 30 any more than was (e) 
“Loss of Sovereignty over ter- 
ritory.” 

Take again (f): “Projection of 
roads into Chinese territory with- 
out authority of the Chinese 
Government.” In this particular 
instance it was continuously point- 
ed out that the land forming these 
roads was purchased by the 
Shanghai Municipal Council in its| 
Private capacity, like any private: 
individual buying land for the pur- 
pose of building a house. Instead 
of building a house or housaes| 
which Chinese could not enter or; 
use, the Municipality elected to 
build roads which the Chinese 
could use, without hindrance, to 
the great advantage of their trade 
and business, in the development 
of which the Government which 


Mr. Johnson represented takes a 
very active interest. These 
privately owned roads of the 


Municipality were given in full and 
free use to all Chinese merchants, 
travellers, or others, without pay- 
ment on their part, in contradis- 
tinction to Chinese-made roads, 


| evidence 


therefore, can Mr. Johnson strain 
his mind into imagining the open- 
ing of this private Municipal pro- 
perty into a Chinese public 
utility was an infringement of 
China’s sovereign rights? 

What depths of dreaming were 
responsible for (g): ‘‘Extension of 
the ‘Government of Shanghai into 
Chinese territory and over said 
roads?” One is tempted to ask 
if in the Philippine Islands, whence 
came Mr. Johnson to China, Mr. 
Johnson takes any steps to pro- 
tect his private property not per- 
haps from use, but from abuse. 
Therefore, in their capacity as 
private owners of what they have 
given over for public utility, the 
Municipal ‘Council are not entitled 
to protect these utilities from 
abuse or any interference with the 
rights of others to whom they 
have accorded those utilities! 

Noticing the mental attitude of 
Mr. Johnson, it is most astonishing 
to read in his report (i): “The 
mental attitude of both Chinese 
and foreigners due to the failure to 
have important questions of dif- 
ferences between them settled,” or 
was the elaboration of such a state- 


“mental attitude’? 
then one can understand the mental 
process which evolved the unwar- 
rantable statement (j) “usurpa- 
tion, of legislative, administrative 
and police powers in Chinese ter- 
ritory.” There is not one grain of 
truth in this secton of Mr. John- 
son’s finding, and there was no 
brought forward from 
which it could be possibly, deduced. 
Confusion, worse confounded, 
must have ruled supreme, in the 
mind of Mr. Johnson when he 
misinterpreted the desire of the 
Municipality to make the Chinese 
Criminal Code applicable within 
the Settlement, into the following: 
Second (g) “The proposal by the 
Municipal Council to adopt by-laws 
creating new criminal offences.” 


Is 
could 


there 
say 


any sane man who 
without prejudice, 
the making of the Chinese 
Criminal Code applicable - with- 
in the Municipality 


authcrity to create new-~-criminrl 
offences, any more than the ma 
ing of that’ criminal code applic- 


able, within the Settlement, ws! 


an infringement of China’s sover- 
eign rights? : 
Second section (h): The pro- 
osed by-laws by the Municipal 
uncil, licensing stocks and pro- 
du@e exchanges. Mr. Johnson in- 
fers, such registration (which ke 
terms licensing) was an infring:- 
ent of the sovereign rights of 
China, being entirely oblivious ot 
‘the very important fact that such 
‘registration is definitely insisted 
upon under the Chinese Provisional 
Code and that in introducing such 


‘registration in the Settlement the 


!Municipal Council were only carry- 
ing out the published desires and 
tintentions of the Peking Govern- 
ment, whose , goversignty | the Coun- 


i] 


of Shanghai | 
was a proposal by that Municipal’ 


f 


t posed by-laws by the Municipal: 


Second Section (3): cope pro- 


shall print or publish, or cause to 
be primted or published any news- 
paper, pamphlet, circular, handbill, 

lezflet, playcard (I would suggest | 


; Council, punishing any person who 


I placard) or other paper containing 
1 ‘public news or any printed remarks 


cr observations thereof.”” Mr. John- 


{son got hold of the Chinese Pra- 


visional Code and attributed this 
code to the Municipal Council, in- 


jsomuch as the said Municipal Coun-: 


‘cil was desirous that such section 


tof such code should function in the 


jurisdiction of the Shanghai Mixed 
Court, under a Chinese Magistrate, 
assisted by a foreigm Assessor. 
However, Mr. Finley Johnson left 
out the very important part of, 
this section of the code, when' 
quoting it, namely, the offence - 
under the code was the publishing 
such, without -registration and 
without publishing the name of 
the person responsible for such 
Publication. It is not usual in any 
Commission to quote only a cer- 
tain part of an item to which so 
much importance could be attach- 
ed, while teaving ‘out -the very 


ment due entirely to Mr. Johnson’s [most important item. 


If this be so,]} 


The fact that the Chinese Pro- 
visional Code exists and is func- 


‘tioning, entirely upsets the conca- 
; tenation of nonsense which appears 


under subsection (k) of Mr. John- 
sen’s report. “The opposition to 
the proposed by-laws was made 
through the public press. The op-' 
position was based upon. the 
grounds that said proposed by-laws 
were (a) ultra vires, (b) unneces- 
sary, (c) vexatious, (d) illegal in: 
principie and wrong in form, and 
(c) for the further reason that 


the present laws were fully ade- 
quate. 

When Mr. Johnson was conduct- 
ing his intensive probe, it is very 
curious ke did not make a probe 
into the various items coming 
within “tk” section, and he might 
have discovered the answer to 
these extraordinary statements in 
the Chinese Provisional code, 
sanction for the application of 
which was being sought for the 
Shanghai Mixed Court. -Perhaps 
Mr. Johnson was so intent upon 
his probe that he had little mind 
left to retain the answers to his 
probings, and therefore gained but 
a confused idea of facts which 
would not be surprising of one at 
his time of life, investigating a 
somewhat complex situation, into 
which he insisted obtruding such 
an enormous amount of extraneous 
and irrelevent matter. 


(3): The failure to make an 
apology by the Municipal Council 


for alleged incivilities by its 
officials”. No mention is made by 
Mr. Johnson of the occasion of 


these highly imaginary incivilities 
und to whom the suggeated 
officials showed any kind of in- 
civility. The great apologia had 
to find some excuse for a remark 
by which if possible he could do 
untold injury to the prestige of 


(Z) 
Americans as well as other nation- 
als in China, seeing there are twa 
prominent Americans on the Coun- 
cil which Mr. Johnson imagines 
were guilty. of incivility to some 
imaginary Chinese somewhere, 
sc.aehow, but regarding which 
there was not one whit of evidence 
brought forward at any session of 
the Commission. There is the 
possibility that some such whisper- 
ings a poured into his ear at 
a ce in tea party in Shanghai 
while the Commission was sitting 
and at which certain (in the minds 
of many) indiscretions took place 
and were brought to notice in the 
Press at the time. Also for which 
an explanation was to be made at 
one of the Commission sessions, 
but the explanation was judicious- 
ly evaded. 
It will be well for all those who 
have lived in China os upwards 
; of twenty years, noticed and taken. 
| part in the development and ad-' 
vancement of China and_ the’ 
, Clinese since the Boxer Uprising | 
!of 1900, to read what a moment-: 
ary transient visitor, in the form 
.of Mr. Johnson, has got to say! 
of their perspicacity and powers | 
of observation. His remarks are 
_not flattering even to the dullest 
witted Americans and other 
foreigners in China. (y): “The 
failure on the part of the foreign-| 
ers in China to realize the Chinese 
people have made greater ad- 
vances during the past 10 years ir 
civics, in the fundamental prin- 
ciples of Government and the 


—_—_—_——— 


better understanding of individual 
rights undcr the law, than they 
have made in any 100 years during 
their entire history.” 

I wonder if Shanghai as a com-. 
munity realized that, when the 
Judicial Commission visited Shang- 
hai, this Municipality had been so 
highly fixuttered as to have “A 
Daniel come to judgment” amongst 
us. Having enlarged upon his al- 
phabetical summary, the famous 
Commissioner knocked down the 
card castle his youthful nimbleness 
had erected by putting a cold 
douche upon the edifice. ““Fhe mere 
; enumeration of foregoing causes is 
ino expression of opinion as to their 
merits or justice. They are men- 
‘tioned to show the frame of mind 
of the Chinese on May 30, 1925.” 
No wonder the findings and their 
publication were so delayed if so 
much time was wasted in the 
elaboration of this highly exhilarat- 
ing nonsense. No wonder the local 
American community feels so sore 
that American judicature has been 
subjected to such an indignity 
through the publication of such an: 
,extraordinary mental fulmination. 


I have just touched upon section 

1 and 2 of the wonderful document 

and trust with your permission Mr. 

Editor to deal with its further 

extraordinary contents in future 

issues of THE SHANGHAI TIMES, 
C.R.M. 


Shanghai, Jan. 2, 1926. 
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JUDICIAL INQUIRY AGAIN 
Editor, THe Curxa PRESS: , - 

Sir:—On October 5, 4925,- the 
first day for the Judicial Inquiry, 
I wrote you a lengthy letter, in 
which I anticipated’ the_outcome 
of this Enquiry, id nmted out 
the futility. of. having ‘the sane. 
The Chinese populace At Shanghai 
at that time, each and every, all 
did foresee, like the present writer, 
the palpable consequence of it, and 
so did jointly and- severally re- 
frain from participating in it. 
Respecting the May 30th case, we 
have had the Mixed Court trial, 
the investigation of the Diploma- 
tic Corps, and the celebrated Judi- 
cial Inquiry, and we wonder what 
else is to come. They are all much 
nando about nothing, for none of 
them has accomplished anything 
worthy of note. 

Your report of the opinions of 
the judges in today’s paper shows | 
marked dissensions, and the rea-! 
son is not far to seek. Those hav-| 
ing direct interest in the case be-| 
tray their bias and _ partiality. | 
whilst the one having no interest, 
is comparatively more just end] 
fair. But this goes exactly as what 
2 portion of people at Shanghai . 
t‘expect—they expect a prolonged 
judgment, an unsettled state of 
affairs, so that during such a time 
the blood-handed actors may sneak 
away from the scene and descend 
the stage. Well done, this face- 
saving farce! But Town Hall is 
not a place for farce. It is. 
no good for any inquiry, any sit 
ting, any finding. It is only good 
for Maestro M-. Paci and_ thosé 
fiddlers and those vocal ejaculat 
‘tors. 


Tsao Lien-en. 
Shanghai, January 1, 1926. 
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THE CANTON GAZETTE. 
December 25th 1925. 


| : ‘ 2 x 4. 
ree rt z . + eos si : gone Pihagemmen ne gor age 
TihergiMust Bef United Front (Of All. Chinese,  Ireaapect? 
‘ Of He gious Differences, In The Present-Straggle For Nationa 
: Liberation’’—- ~*~" retinas ae ai 
-At a meeting ‘in’ reference ~~ ; 
. to. the, Anti-Christian movement, ; 
the active workers of the -Kuo- 
, mintang asked Mz. Borodin to 
tive his ideas on the subject. 
. Moderation was the main point 
of his advice, which may be 
‘shortly sumimgrised as follows: 
1. This BERT the. Kuomin- 


“gregsias “tasks: 
z 16: counter- 


| 


tg terme ot 


Now, t “gnust have a re- 
spite. Not a negative rest, but 
a rest to recoup. and consolidate 
their**stréngth—as a champion 
‘vests afar victory: a 


-Anti-Christianism is .a battle: . 
of ideas itheories. But it is a-- 
Batti Sit -xreeds - 


-goéd: planning, and .good tactics. 
Phe beet tacite for the active 
workers is to study the problem 
thoroughly and find the best 
plan and tactics to solve it. 

“" 2. Thez-.imperialists — have: 
been defeated in their attempt 
to ‘destroy “ the’ Nationalist 
Governinent by armed forccs. 
Firstly, because the people of 
Kwangtung—without distinction 
of religion or class-—are united. ; 
Secondly, because the imperia-[ 
lists have no morally valid 
pretext for using force. Now, 
they. are looking forward for such 
a pretext. They sometime find 
it in. xeligious ,_ machinations. 
Colonial history shows  that— 
under the pretense of defending 
Christians against persecution— . 
the imperialists” armies invade 
defenttless-tguntries, “the cross‘. 
in one: hand;-and the gun in the: 
other! |*Sometime they ‘unite’ 
with pagans to - fight’ 
‘Christians. « “fhe Taiping, War- 
‘in beers one;.of the many 
examples}! The tse of ‘pagans 
from India and Africa against 
Christians ig the World Wa = is 
a Sore régesit™ example: The 


THE CANTON GAZETTE 
December 25th 1925. 


natio 
Chinese. * 


the -national 

inese.~To 

: : mt, Mr. 

aglea “of ‘the; 

n inese Christians. 

hat Ferg Yuilisiang, he taid, 

is sincerely _agjti-imperialist. In 
the: North, he works for the. 
national emancipation, There- . 
: ‘Chinese “oF! 


3 


‘are revolutionary ~ or _ not, - 
aia 8 oe wae; 
, whether they. are. or | are 


_irrespeclive of religious differ-, 
Wences. hi 
_ 4 Then there will not be— 
,as in the years past—anti-. 
Christian demonstrations, par. ; 
; ades, etc. Certainly not!) Because | 
we must show “religious to lera- ! 
tion. - The active workers of} 
Kuomintang are generals-of the ; 
WRevolution. They must know. 
‘revolutionary strategy, they. 
must know when to goon, when 
to stop, when to advance boldly, 
when to make a strategical re-' 
bey must “Took at the! 
»whole sjtuation of the Revolu-; 
tion, and only:from the yiew- 
point of what is best for the 
revolution. — 
Let there be no parade,‘no de- 
>, monstration to-morrow, (Xma 
day) except private gatherings 
“in the schools and universities 
Let your slogans. be wot only 
the usual democratic: liberties, 
But also the freédom for every. Pe 
! Chines®o hold-any religion he’ 
pleases. Above all, “Form a Ps 
q United front with . the Chinesé rr 
*Christians on. the _ basis,, of Ss \ 
‘the common interest----National 
‘Liberation, ~~ Peg ches : 


$3 #7 ESRC al os 


a SR en 


,and should have got into touch with 


1 


: port ‘formed by the British. an: nd Ja- 
'| panese finds that the outheae could 
‘| not- have been ‘oreseen and;-culmin- 
 Louza Police Station, the police could 


|| fire: The police ure therefore exoner- 


.| pared, that Inspector Everson knew 


‘| John McEuen should not have left 


THE CENTRAL CilINnA POST, 
Decouber Sl, 192 25 


i ICAL ENQUIRY | 


At. g Jast the Sndings of -the | 


| Judicial Commission into the 


Shanghai affair of May 30th have 
been published. The majority re- 


ating suddenly in the attack on 
not’ have done anything else than 


ated. The minority report, the Am- 
erican, is by far different in tone and 
is in fact decidedly antiforeign in its 
leanings. It lays down that the 
police should have been better pre- 


well the responsibility he was assum- 
ing when he opened fire, that the 
Commissioner of Police, Mr. Kenith 


Shanghai the morning of ‘the 80th 


his subordinates earlier than he did 
on his return and so ‘‘might have. 
saved the lives of some innocent 
persons’’. But Mr. Justice E. 
Finley Johnson, the American 
Judge, goes even further and finds 
himself capable to give advice on 
international Politics, which his com- , 
panions do not, for he states} 
definitely that the Mixed Court: 
should be dealt with, that the 
Chinese should be given a part in the ; 


eens Ke alin oar La oe a 
_ 


,actunl government of the city of} 


{ 


.cause of the conclusions He hus 


Shanghai, that there should be. 
megotiutions on cextraterritoriality; 
without delay, that the grievance of 
the Chinese people relating to loss | 
of sovereignty and territory shouldi 
be looked into, that unjust treaties | 
be rectified,. and that foreigners in 
China should realise that China has 
progressed and has begun to take on | 
a new civilization. 

We admit right at the beginning 
of our criticism that we do not a 
the style of Mr. Justice E. Finle 
report. This is not so much 


reached as because of an impression 
of bias which irritates instead of 
helping on toward a settlement. For 
instance take his findings as to ‘‘The 
origin of the disturbances’’ where he 
quotes all sorts of Chinese views and ; 
then in_a paragraph ends up with, 
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Shows, 3 
“Ghineke on. May .30th,  1925°’! 
Why -was this statement not placed } 
at the amning where.it would heave; . 

con read: first and prevented ‘undue ;‘ 


importance being attached to the: - 
subsequent: paragraphs? *Further if { 
there is any doubt about the justice 
or rélevance ofthe reasons. of origin } 
why have they been ificluded in the; 
findings? If they only illustrate the! 
state of the Chinese mind then the- 
inference is that they afe also. the 
cause of .the’ disturbances, in other: j 
words that! the Chinese were think-: | 
{ ing about has g-sdmne trouble, which 
| places the whole affair in the category + 
}of£ premeditation. This is the tarn- 
ing point-.of difference between ‘Mr : 
Justice: Johnson and his co-com-;" 
: missioners for he takes the stand thai} 
‘the police should have seen that}. 
trouble was*brewing and should hav: ! - 
lsmaveaaaa their forces. He p§jnts’ 


‘out that the police reserve was, Kept a 
}at o high figure from “‘the 9t "day + 
of Deceniber, -1924. cach day up to t 

May 30th,~1925;”’ so following out H 

his argument the reserves should 

havo been. continually augmented in 
proportion to the brewing trouble. ¥ 
Rte Justice Johnson avers that 
thus, there would _« have been ee 
no. trouve, but- he cannot quot. - 

Shy*sfacts for his* assertion and ~ 

ag “it here is the definite 24 

contradiction that with premedita- 

tion the trouble makers could chose Ps 
place and time for their disturbance 

i] and the public peace was sooner or’- 
later’ bound to have been broken. 

It would not then have matterc® 
| how many police could have beer 
| put on the:strects, the crowds would = 

have outnumbered them so heavily.’ 
that ultimately they would have had , 
to fall back on cxtraordinary means “& 
to assert their authority. But not- a 
withstanding this weakness Mr. 
Jusice Johuson goes «a good deal ~ 
further than the others in his con- | 
demnation. 

In reading his réport. one cannot |} 
expunge from one’s mind the speech | / 
His Honour was reported to have 
| made to returned Chinese students 


before the -Commission came 
close, when he is ulleged “te: 
emphatically stated that 
could not be locked bebindS 
shot down in the streets. 
Twelth- Session which sai 
2gth he complained by-eat 


toa 


at the Coluinbia Club two sessions {- | 
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pe ae sty Athet “I Lave 
qv some Press state- 


ments.” It is ‘not the first time 
that the ‘Lions of the Press’ have 
_fiven' their own “interpretations to 
- what has been said. It is oped 
that the:Attorneys and the Public 


may. possess themselves with 


patience until a report of this _ 


Commigésion is made, which will 
| be based upon the facts presented 
| - here by Attorneys ‘and ‘witnesses. ‘ 
j Now we have’ possessed ourselves 
| with patience till the report is issucd 
; and have his-official: views but we 
‘cannot’ say that we feel he could 
' have been much misrepresented -in 
i the press over his first spe-.ch. - 
' However, there is another ‘in- 

cident which is not according to 
British ideas and which the ‘*North 
China Daily Mail"* has been criticis- 


ing. It seems before the Judicia: ~ 


Comunission‘opened in Shanghai the 
“Peking Leader’’ sent copies of its 
leading articles commenting on the 
case to the three ‘commissioners, ‘3 
step which invites pre-judgment of 
the cuse before evidence .was -heard. 
The British and Japanese Com- 
missioners did not reply at ali but 
Mr. J ustice Johngonacted diffcrently, 
He cobs iiiliel £epitasonicbae 11th 
—the Commission investigated from 
Oct. 7th to Oct. 27th—to. the 
editor of the’ Peking Amcrican 
Newspaper “a letter marked 
1 ‘Private and confidential until Dec. 
j 1, 1925" stating that he had read 
| the **Leader's"’ prejudgements ‘‘with 
xreat interest,’’ that in the main ko 
} agreed with much that was said and 
he added ai few comments of 
his own cn the relations of Chines.’ 
jand foreigners *as-seen from the 
Philippine Islands. He was clear 
jut the outset that ‘““No satisfuctory 
| solution can be made at. the point of 
the bayonet nor by the use of powder 
| and Iead.*" Yet in the middle of this 
month we received the following 
telegram 


Manila, Dec. 12:- 
Seventeen Moros were killed in 
the Luke Lanao region and three 
constabulary men wounded in «a 
battle resulting from“an attempt 
to arrest the slayers of a Christian 
Filipino school-teach 


character in Shanghai, © 
threatened 


= << Tce 
Ne... E4907 ace 
Dete.....6..4:A8 


THE CENTRAL CHINA >POsT, 
December 31, 1925. 


doustly there is a still further point 


| which is namely the real reasons for 


the delay between the closing of the 
| Commission and the issuing. of the 

reports .by the Diplomatic Body” in 
Peking. The excuses. given were 


i that the civil war had first delayed 


4 their arrival at Peking and that con- 
siderable. time had been taken in 
circulating them to the members of 

| the Diplomatic Body. No sane per- 
son can believe that these two ren- 
sons alone would have used up neir 

ly two months. and it ‘is practically 

i] certain that there must have been 
some international talkings. What 
were they about? Neither the gov- 
ernments nor the Diplomatic Body 
have done anything that we sce in 
connection with the findings but,—it ' 
imay be — coincidence—the steps 
| taken by the Shanghai Municipal 
Council, have a remarkable -leanins 
towards’ the minority report in the 
neceptance of the resignations of Mr. 
MeEBuen; . he ‘Commissioner of 
Police, and‘{hat of Inspector Everson 
who ordered the firing. The letter 
written by the S. M. C. in'this con- 
‘| nection. shows that they had recciv- 
ed early copies of the findings and | 
‘| these were issued by the Diplomatic 
Body when word of the S. M. C. 
action had been received, as can be 
seen from the preamble preceding 
the findings. To say the leust it is 

: all a strange coincidence. 
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TDICAL REPORT 
Fa? tor, THE Ciixa Press: 

Sir:—i- rom whut I have rrad of, 
the “Judicial Report’ which ap-} 
Hama {fn The Ciina Press oni 


January 1, I now realize what: 
Justice really mens, 

Tne police who fired two vol- 
leys upen those unarmed. do. 
fenscless and innee nt sindents, | 
after a few seconds of wurnins.} 
are cnonerated hy a majority of; 
the judges. The American Juice 
only tcok an independent course. 
That cpparently is Justice No. 1 

Compare what the Shanghal’ 
Municinpal- Council gave for those} 
killed and wounded ($75,000) 
with what the foreigners de- 
manded for the detention by the 
Shantung bandits in tne Linc™’-eng 
incident. Thut is Justice No. 2. 

Tie best name I can give for 
this so-culled compassioneté grant: 
is, “Cheap Price for Cheap Sale of 
Chinese Lives,” which I work out 
as follows, $5,000 for each of the 
kilied, otherwise: 12, which 
amount: to $60,000; $800. for 
each of the 19 wounded, which 
amounts to $15,000, 

. ceonctlusion tT beg te remind 
the British to recall, when they 
were ina dangereus+ position<on 
thr “West:=rn front in 1914, that 
tady moved heaven and earth to 
Pugitinde America and China to 
\fight for liberty and justice -and 
imepeaey nat about © Justice “for 


vie ie ot but not Teast, I wish 
ge 2 MpFes« on all of my fellow 
untrymen, that Justice cannot 
be ‘Seitinod by words of mouth, 
‘but only by an army and navy. 
jim other words, Might is Right. 
Cheng Woo-fee. 

“132 N, Szechuecn Road; 
Shanghai, Jan. 4, 1926. 
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| the Judicial Commission. , Let 
| us now, consider what is hoped’ 


: curtain 
affair in Shanghai:Nothwith-}j 1 1 
‘4 ions as to Whether the Council 


Pp 
io! 


THE SHANGHAI SETTLE- 
MENT © 


Yesterday our subject wa 


will be the ringing down of the 
on. the .May . 30th 


standing“ the- ‘fact «that 
majority of the Commissioners 
on the Judiciary. Commissio 
exonerated .the police _ from; 
blame the Shanghai Municipal 
Council have accepted the’ re- 
-signations of the Commissioner 
of Policé}’Mr. K. J. McEuen 
and Inspector Everson who 
gave orders for the police to 
fire on the:mob. Further th 
city fathers of the Model, 
Settlement, have thought fit to 


transmit a cheque for $75,000 ' 
to the Chinese Commissioner 
of Foreign Affairs through 


the Senior Consul for dis-, 
tribution to those concerned as 
‘‘a compassionate. grant.’’ 


These acts are intended to be 


a gesture of friendship to the 
Chinese in the hope that ‘the | 
graceous act wi be reci-! 


procated and that there will 
soon be once more cordial rela-j 
tions between the guests with- 
in the gates of this country. 
and their hosts. : 
The weli meaningness of 
the steps taken by the Shang-4 
hai Municipal Council is not 
questioned but all the same it 
must be admitted that the 
affair presents many sides to’ 
be considered. In consequence 
the action will not be unanim-~ 
ously approved of and perhaps ‘ 


i] 
t 


one of the first <¢riticisms’ 
which will be levelled is that it: 
makes the minority report:: 
appear right and the major-'- 
ity wrong. Then the accept- |. 
in 


upholders of law and order 


T,. FRIDAY, JANUARY 1,. 1996. 
barr 
‘cials—although 


‘been an expression of. appreci- 
‘ation of the meritorious ser- 


‘raise funds 


of the resignations of the; 


a a ee 
and ‘remunerating the ottend-| 
aa party will tend:to cast: 
difficulties in the way of main-: 
tuining future peace. To start 
the acceptances-of the. 
resignations of the police offi- ; 
there thas 


vices rendered by them: in the 
ast,—must raise..a question 
in the minds of their compan- 


will stand ~~ by them in other 
circumstances however they 
carry out their duty as they 


‘see it. Then there is. the 
enticement offered by the giv- 
ing of the ‘‘compassionate ' 


grant’’ to rowdy elements to 
by further ruc- 
tions. 

There is too to be considered : 
whether the money will reach | 
needy pockets. It does not. 
require much — knowledge 
about China to know how the’: 
Chinese have a habit of batten. ! 
ing on each other.. Coupled ; 
with this is the fact that the; 
strike funds raised by the 
agitators diminished -rapidly , 


in passing through the, 
leaders’ hands. 
the two points together it is 


pretty e to say that the 
relatives of those who were 
victims of the shooting saw to; 
it that suitable remuneration, 
came to them as the heroes of}; 
the play being aa: har To give . 
them further funds therefore’; 
is but a farce. : 
Last but uot least, how-;' 
ever, is-a point of view which 
concerns not Shanghai alone. | 
The. anti-foreign display last 


Considering | 
! 
| 


summer did not take place in 
the Model Seitlement. alone but 
was spread over the country. 
and affected foreigners wher- 
ever they resided'in China. In 
all these’ “places the action” of | 
the’ Shanghai. Municipal , 
Council will be translated 
according to how the agitators 
want it to be understood, This 


THE CENTRAL CiliIKA POST, 
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‘wevsnay be-sure)'willi mean.a 
view: which: is not flattering. 
to' the foreigners, “anid ‘willbe } © 
‘in vifulence according t6 te | Hie 
‘degree of anti-foreignism dis- 
played;; The places+.next to 

; Shanghai .where.the eruption 


ft] kified ang 
‘tiie: nkow..- racket: and:the 
fact that their '!Shanghai com- 
‘rades-have obtained something. 
fromthe’ foreigners may open 
up,.the whole question again. 
It. remains to be seen whether 
the -Chinese officials would 
countenance any, tow ‘at ane 
at A “Chinkiane ang) Present moment but this does 
Chungking, Chinkiang and gt eleminate. the fact. that’ 
Kiukiang._ ._. Shanghai’s $75,000 will be-an 
It will be argued by the up-| incentive to local agitators to 
y holders of the action of the { start our once more. This. 
; + ici c 31|is not a foreign view po 
Shanghai. Municipal Counsil | only for the atten. day we were 
that these cases were different | talking with a Chinese friend 


that fereigners should either 
follow “foreign policy and 
rare pid “i stand for justice or if they 
eatlons, inwelved "anise ‘us |wane ,t0, adopt “Chinese me 

2 : > ‘ thods to do so properly un- 
but a good deal can be said to: conditionally er sackets - the 
prove the. ‘‘cause’’ was the police and paying proportion- 
same. Now this being still in parely’ ‘The Municipal action;:is 
existence it is quite possible! , middle course and therefore 


es pein tory of eating is liable to’be misconstried. 
| therefore should be given ‘be-| "ete is a Rood deal to be said 


- A 'in connection with this view 
fore -any action is taken as to ; enol 

tee ‘ aie #, Point and the. principal lec- 
Mh eSpericte of, Wee ate| ton fe that ‘ithoe way re 
. ‘ ee : quires courage. We do not 
the afte: _ Prove that really | jike Gitneas mebhote for we 
Chi tg aig eae see too much of the evil ,con- 
hold an CaDse: Pee ie sequences and would pump 
_ UpAolders «may admit at! for foreign ways which are 
; there igno quéstion about the} oie dependable. But it is 
rights of the Hankow case but, | ¢ne courage which seems to be 
[hig amake’ Mitek: geae wanting now-a-days and ‘with 
ian Agree ats Moat <}this gone. our restige is 
oe Paes Shc gees oe falling: It. is the wide yiew 
ae ao oN nite ae placed ‘point which will benefit China 
a tae position . of ; either land. ourselves, not ¢he narrow 
having to say that the shooting |one of how we can get out of 
in: ‘Htankow should not have}, ;. or that or best the otter 
taken ‘place and the wrecking {reow. Yet ‘the latter con: 
oe concession Sllowerd_or siderations seem to’ hold’ a 
have ‘to ‘admf a waak-'S” F 4 
kneed, policy, is -wrong. pgood deal of sway at present. 
Thus taking the action %  . - 
lthe-. Shanghai | Municipal - ~~ 

: Council “in the’ light of an 

intcrnational affair; one can- 
;hot but. .be sorry they have- a 


_— in tims of: ‘crein- 
: t not “Rave averted: 

sity: te ; 

ve 


E "eh ais. 
rport. of ; 
Over-: 


gustified in 

lomats 

4a verdict 

BEhe.. whale question, 
ation being 
lice were or were 
~ {ft was to 
that question 

aie defended the 

| proposed Judicial Enquiry. “The 


of e 
indictment. that?” was _ brought 
f against the ‘*British’’ Police all up 
nd “down the land by an intensely 
: extend: public opinion and by 
—gtadibali professors in king was 
re that they had ‘been VW of.gieold- 
mab blocdded and wanton massacre. It 
sa feiterated ‘by unbalanced ideal- 
z ‘others at Home upon 


nd Srights of | 


F'which ‘the | 
hprecedented 
3 i and 


policemén“on duty -at, 
for:the firing might have 
¢ is @iuzally persuad-, 
“a larger’ 


pine. of - 
tween the American Jae and his 


colleagues is seateictocthe question. 
of negligence..—-Im-attempting td 


|determine which ‘of these view- 
| points we ought; to adopt for our- 
selfit is necessary to banish both' 


‘| raci or national prejudice in’ 


favour of the Police, and any feel-; 


ling of vindictive resentment arous-. 


*|former. especially in Shanghai, at; 


:'] danger now, when we come.to count 


ed by the terrible penalties that, 
have been vicariously visited upon. 
us as the result of the shcoting, that: 
might influence our minds against 
them. Just as there was, perhaps,,; 
too strong a_ tendency . tothe. 


one time, when largely because of! 
the Chinese agitation it became ‘al-, 
most a racial issue. so there is a’ 


tlthe dreadful cost, both in financial invaded the charge- 
loss and spirftual hurt and anxiety, céretion “of numbers, and the 
-|that we may be undul fayed in’ idden change of - per among 


the other direction. many {the much larger mob, altered the: 


‘lof us were inclined to Flame the| ' It was at this 


| Poli or the apparent failure to) ment cof 
cient intelligence men in: Tr . s,’’ of which 
hy ‘y and the consequent lack of edi rival 


arning of student activities. 


\ fe 
) te is clear that on’this point the 
| Pali ; 


are exculpated. 
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xerarded as extremely 
ay have felt 
upon the judg-! 
Ewerson, who is} 
ry cool and = 


But’ he would not 

to Justice 
had he _ pre- 
Ieuza and ex- 


“took place on: 
likely’ to “tri 


te show that’ 
_ It"is easy to be. 
tt Consinly aca 
were issue ‘by 
a the “foreign orl 
native. Press, and the Police were} 
therefore not alone jn an unduly: 
robust sense of security. And in’ 
point of fact but for the dramatic! 
change of temper among the mob 
in the fateful period that ended 
, in firing they would have been. 


Y-will* te remembered i 
! future precautions against public 
’ ‘disorder. 


